BACKGROUND MATERIAL:

System Performance
Working Group Report

Oz._.@



@._.ZO

2404 ISP HsubJ| dljgnd sioul||j ulajspaylioN Syl o4 Lodsau
£Z Aonup( dnous) BUDIOAA 9oUDULIOLIS] WSISAS Sy ui sjulod Aay sy
JO Jaquinu B 3jR.IIsN||I O} papnoul si d6DPR SIYE Ul UCPWLIOJUI BY |



Transit Lowers Transportation Costs for Households in the Chicago Region

AFFORDABILITY:
HOUSING COSTS AS
PERCENT OF AREA
MEDIANINCOME
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Neighborhood Housing Costs Transportation Costs [ H+T Costs
© Montrose CTA station in Ravenswood neighborhood 28.09% YT 43.04%
@ Brookfield Metra station in Brookfield 27.67% 49.64%
© State and Rte. 176 in Marengo 27.40% pLpely ) 53.76%

Meighborhood Average Ravenswood Brooktield Marengo

Autos per Household 1.09 174 199

Household VMT 12,150 16,980 24,438

Commuters Using Transit 42.32% 7.30% 0.98%

Residential Density 22 .43HH/Res. Acre 6.01HH/Res. Acre 3.22HH/Res.Acre

Monthly Transportation Costs $751 $1,104 $1,324

et

Source: H+T Affordability Index, Center for Neighborhood Technology
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© Center for Neighborhood Technology
Source: H+T Index, 2005-09

Transportation Costs
as a Percent of Area Median Income
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B 25% and Greater
Data Not Available

CTA and Metra Lines
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Chicago Transit Zone Property Performance

Percent change (relative to the region) in average residential sales prices in
Chicago, 2006-11
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Source: The New Real Estate Mantra: Location Near Public Transportation. American Public Transportation
Association, National Association of Realtors, March 2013. Research by Center for Neighborhood Technology.



‘€107 ‘ABojouyda| pooysoqybiaN 1o} 194ua?) ‘AInjual) | Z Sy 104 SR IUNWIWIOY)
jusijisay pup juaidiyyg :uoibay oBoaiy)) ay) ul juswdojara pajuali() JISUDL] :921N0G @hzo

%0

|

%S

%01

- %S1

- %0T

01-000Z ‘spjoyasnoy |pro} aBupbyd Jusdisy

Hsuni] o} payjul] yimolio ul Buiwioyiadiapun obooiyd



EXHIBIT 3-1 EXHIBIT 3-2 EXHIBIT 3-3
Investment Prospects for Development Prospects For-Sale Homebuilding

Chicago region did e M By iy
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Source: CNT analysis of transit data for Chicago region
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Areas Most in Need
Of More Transit

AuEna e hannn

This map compares transit , ._
demand and transit supply to | .

identify those census block s - . @
groups, throughout the region,
whose demand for transit most

exceeds the current supply of
transit they are receiving. kane g _N
LLTITT *._rﬂr.
g I-l--!-nl.l-ﬂ-:.-;’ﬂ%--:- -ar
0 < - DuPagej
The 20% of block groups with - %
the greatest transit . ..,.wam_u.....
undersupply are shown in red. E : 3
P ot
| |
I Transit Undersupply J
=== CTA Lines =
waesss Metra Lines __.Q:__‘o.p.u &
Interstate 4 £ -
B city of Chicago
D County Boundary q
Michigan Lake o .
0 5 10 20 Miles

% L i 'l 4
v T A L] Ll L]
o © Center for Neighberhood Technology 2014

oz— Data Sources: ACS Five Year Data, LEHD, GTFS, CMAP Travel Model 2010
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Under construction or planned frequent, all-day new rail route mileage
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oz.—-@ Source: Transit Agencies Databook: The Public Transportation Network in
Northeastern lllinois, Metropolitan Planning Council, December 2013
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Change in transit service revenue miles by region, 1991-2011
(all modes, all agencies)
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